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Call to order 
The meeting was called to order at 2:10 p.m. 


Dr. Despland advised Senate that Dr., O'Brien was not able to be at the 
meeting because he was out of town attending an A.U.C.C. meeting. 
Normally, one of the Vice-Chairmen of Senate would chair the meeting, but 
since this meeting was devoted to curriculum changes, it was felt that they 
should be free to participate in the discussions. Likewise, Prof. Whitelaw, 
because of the U.C.C.C. reports, would also be active in the discussions. 
The task of chairing the meeting had therefore fallen to him. 


Curriculum Changes - 1979/80 


Dr. Despland explained that this was a special meeting to consider under 
graduate curriculum changes to be implemented next September. Re asked 
Prof. Whitelaw, in the name of U.C.C.C., to make some general comments 
on the work underlying the documentation on today's agenda and 
background information on the recommendations being presented. 


Prof. Whitelaw presented the Report from U.C.C.C. on undergraduate 
curriculum change proposals for 1979/80 (DOC--US-78-11-Dl) and 
explained the Introduction and General Comments on pages 1 and 2 of the 
Report. 


It was pointed out that the wording of the first sentence of the Introduction 
on page I of the U.C.C.C. Report (DOC-US-78-11-Dl), presented a 
particular problem for the Faculty of Engineering and it was suggested that 
the sentence should read " ... presented to Senate by the four Faculty 
Councils and the Computer Science Committee of Senate". It was pointed 
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out that the fourth line in section B-, page 13, of document US-78-11-Dl 
should be corrected to read " ... for entry in the 1980/81 calendar 


Faculty of Commerce and Administration 


Senate was advised that there were no undergraduate curriculum change 
proposals from the Faculty of Commerce and Administration for 1979/80. 


Faculty of Engineering 


In presenting the curriculum changes in the Faculty of Engineering 
(DOC-US-78-11-D2), Prof. J.C. Giguere suggested that these be 
considered by Senate in three parts. The first dealing with changes in the 
B.Eng. programmes; the second dealing with the B.Comp.Science 
Programme; and the third dealing with Mature Student Programmes 
(Pre-Engineering and Pre-Computer Science). 


With respect to changes in the B.Eng. programmes (DOC-US-78-11-D2), 
Prof. Giguere requested Senators to delete section 3, page 3, - Mature 
Student Programme - which would be picked up later on in the document. 
He also advised that the first course listed under section 5.5.2. a), page 9, 
should be corrected to read "ENGR C473" and that Prerequisites: ENGR 
C281 and registration in the final three terms of the programme." should be 
added to the four courses listed on page 19 (DOC-US-78-11-D2). 


He explained that by and large the changes in the B.Eng. programmes were 
to reflect the changes in admission requirements which become effective in 
the Fall - 1979. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. GIGUERE, SECONDED BY PROF. 
XISTRIS, THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN THE B.ENG. 
PROGRAMMES (DOC-US-78-11-D2, AS CORRECTED AND 
EXCLUDING SECTION 3, PAGE 3, -MATURE STUDENT 
PROGRAMME), BE APPROVED. 


Prof. Whitelaw explained that the comments from U.C.C.C. on the 
proposed changes (DOC-US-78-11-Dl) were mostly concerned with 
procedures or technical matters and the recommendation was that Senate 
approve the proposed changes for implementation in September 1979. 


- THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED - 


Prof. Giguere explained the changes to the B.Comp. Science Programme 
(DOC-US-78-11-D2). 


With respect to the General Science Option, Prof. Giguere reminded Senate 
that last year there was a debate as to what constituted the "Natural and 
Social Sciences". This has now been cleared up by the Arts and Science 
Faculty Council and the Computer Science Committee has agreed to accept 
those courses recognized by Arts and Science as being science credits. 


Concerning the nine electives from Commerce and Administration in the 
B.Comp. Science Programme (General Business Option), Prof. Giguere 
advised that the Computer Science Committee has accepted the U.C.C.C. 
recommendation that "those credits to be made up normally of FINA C315, 
MANA C213 or C340, and MARK C350". He emphasized that 
mechanisms have been set up to ensure that "normally" would mean exactly 
that and that it would only be in abnormal cases, in terms of students, where 
the recommended sequence of courses would not be followed. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. GIGUERE, SECONDED BY PROF. 
XISTRIS, THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN THE B.CO1I1P. 
SCIENCE PROGRAMME (DOC-US-78-11-D2), INCLUDING THE 
MATHEMATICS OPTION AND THE U.C.C.C. RECOMMENDATION 
ON THE GENERAL BUSINESS OPTION (DOC-US-78-11-Dl), BE 
APPROVED. 


Prof. Giguere pointed out that in List 3, under the Mathematics Option 
(DOC-US-78-11-D2), Mathematics C341 should be changed to 
Mathematics C344. If there were other errors in the course numbers he 
would appreciate receiving them in order to make corrections to the 
Calendar entry. 


Concern was expressed over the inclusion of elective courses from 
Commerce and Administration in the B.Comp. Science, General Business 
Option, it being explained that the Faculty was opposed to the use of 
business courses in a trivial way, in programmes in other Faculties. 


It was explained that there were representatives from the Faculty of 
Commerce and Administration on the Computer Science Committee and in 
addition, the Assistant Dean in charge of curriculum (Faculty of Commerce 
and Administration), was in attendance at the Computer Science Committee 
meeting where the matter was discussed and unanimously approved. 


It was further explained that there would be a real emphasis on the word 
"normally" and that a mechanism had been set up to handle any departure 
from that. 


It was pointed out that the- General Business Option had been originally set 
up seven years ago on the advice of the Faculty of Commerce and 
Administration with the understanding that the Faculty of Commerce and 
Administration would be giving the Computer Science students a Minor in 
Business or some other Commerce subject. Subsequently, the Faculty said 
that the programme that was set up was not sufficient for a Minor and the 
Minor never came through. Experience has shown that the students who 
were following the programme (B.Comp.Sci.) as previously structured, 
were too locked into a specific programme, with no option to take other 
courses also in the Faculty of Commerce and Administration which were of 
great interest to them, particularly courses having a certain computer 
application in Commerce subjects. Hence the rationale for introducing more 
flexibility into the B.;Comp.Sci. Programme, General Business Option, 
which the Computer Science Department feels quite strongly about. The 


Department wants to give the students a consistent programme in commerce 
subjects, but at the same time the Department was not attempting to produce 
Bachelor of Commerce students. 


Dean Simon advised that while he personally was very much in favor of 
opening up Commerce courses to other Faculties, the fact of the matter was 
that, given the lack of resources, notably the lack of classroom space, if the 
programme was approved, he would not be capable even with the best of 
his intentions, of accommodating the students. 


It was explained that this was not a question of introducing a new Option 
because the Option in fact presently exists. What the Faculty of Commerce 
and Administration was trying to do was to continue the 


‘Option in its present form and what the Computer Science Committee was 
proposing would have the effect of relieving some of the resource pressures 
on the Faculty of Commerce and Administration. Essentially, the proposed 
programme was the original Commerce package simply being carried 
forward from an existing programme through to a new format; with a new 
description and a mechanism being established for making exceptions to 
that. What was not up for debate was the question of discontinuing an 
Option that has been in place for the past number of years. 


It was explained that the position of most of the Commerce faculty members 
was that they were very flattered and wanted to offer courses to as many 
students in other Faculties as possible, subject to resource limitations. 
However, what the Faculty tended to become more rigid about was the 
concept that the Commerce programme consisted of a student taking a basic 
"core", which was an artificial division of the discipline of business into 
five areas, and one did not really cover the area of business without an 
adequate minimal coverage of each of those five splits. The objection was 
not to students taking courses in the Faculty of Commerce and 
Administration, but rather to students coming out of this Institution bearing 
a label with the word Business, Commerce or Administration, when in fact 
they have not taken the "core". 


It was stated that the above concern was precisely what was taken into 
account by the U.C.C.C. compromise recommendation. By and large, what 
was being suggested was essentially the carrying forward of the wishes of 
the Faculty of Commerce and Administration, in having established the 
programme many years ago, and respecting those wishes in terms of the 
professional nature of the programme, but also allowing an individual 
student, as we have always done anyway, to opt for an application to make 
a change from time to time. 


It was argued that the philosophical discussion now going on in Senate 
should really have taken place in the Computer Science Committee itself. 
That Committee was set up to create the kind of coordination and 
interchange that was absolutely necessary for the interdisciplinary 
programmes such as the one now before Senate. This was an extremely 
important subject and should have been thoroughly worked out in that 
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Committee. It was also stated that the Computer Science Committee tended 
to have great difficulty in obtaining attendance from those Faculties or 
departments which were represented in other areas and at times this has 
become a severe problem, to the extent of not being able to get a quo ' rum. 
It was suggested that the Computer Science Committee should require some 
kind of reinforcement in order to really fulfill the kind of function that it 
actually must have. 


- THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED - 


With respect to the Pre-Engineering and Pre-Computer Science General 
Requirements (DOC-US-78-11-D2), Prof. Giguere advised that under the 
elective courses in Pre-Engineering (section 14.3.7), Physics C226 should 
be listed under Physics C206 without an asterisk; that in the asterisk 
notation, the word "recommended" should be substituted for "required"; 
that in section 14.3.7, the slash between Digital and Systems should be 
removed; and finally, that the General Requirements for Pre-Mathematics 
(Pre-Engineering option - page 3, DOC-US-78-11-D2), should be included. 
He also advised that the profile for the Mathematics Option which would be 
submitted for the CLESEC Accueil document would be the 10.10 profile. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. GIGUERE, SECONDED BY DEAN 
SWAMY, THAT THE GENERAL REQUIREI14ENT FOR 
PRE-ENGINEERING AND PRE-COMPUTER SCIENCE 
(DOC-US-78-11-D2), AS CORRECTED, BE APPROVED, WITH THE 
UNDERSTANDING THAT THE PROFILE 10.10 WOULD BE LISTED 
IN ACCEUIL 81 FOR THE MATHEMATICS OPTION. 


- MOTION CARRIED - 


Faculty of Fine Arts 


Prof. J. Locke presented and explained the curriculum change proposals in 
the Faculty of Fine Arts (DOC-US-78-11-D3). 


Responding to a question concerning the admission requirements for the 
new programme proposals in the Faculty of Fine Arts, Prof. Locke advised 
that he was aware of the necessity of talking to Prof. Giguere with respect 
to the submission of these profiles for Accueil 81. He explained that the 
Admission requirements for the Certificate in Art Education would require 
that the candidate be legally qualified as a teacher, and that the Minor in Film 
Animation and the Minor in Photography would both require the 
submission of a portfolio. 


With respect to the proposed Minor in Archeology, it was pointed out that in 
the Departments of Classics and History there were courses labeled 
"archeology ". Although this was recognized in the programme by the 
statement that students may choose a number of credits from appropriate 
courses in those two departments, as: well as five or six other departments, 
there was a real concern in the Departments of Classics and History that 


those "appropriate courses" actually be listed by number in the Calendar 
description of the programme 


It was further pointed out that there were four courses in Classics and two 
in History in which the name archeology appears, and the thrust of which 
was considerably different from the four Art History courses listed in the 
programme. From the descriptions of those four courses it would appear 
that the programme was really a Minor in Applied Archeology, with an 
option of twelve credits in some related field of archeology which may also 
be applied. 


It was felt that the title "Minor in Archeology" implied some breadth of 
coverage which did not seem to be reflected in the programme as set out in 
document US-78-11-D3. It was suggested that the breadth of coverage 
might be reflected by listing the course options in those five or six 
departments where students could fulfill the twelve credits. Alternatively, 
the problem could be resolved by changing the title of the programme to a 
Minor in Applied Archeology. 


It was explained that if it had been stated in the programme "12 credits 
chosen from ..." followed by a listing of specific courses including, for 
example, Classics courses, a student Majoring in Classics might, as part of 
the Archeology Minor, take the additional twelve credits from the Classics 
courses, listed in the programme, which legally that student would be 
entitled to do. However, it was argued that the wording as presently stated 
in the programme allowed the Coordinator to advise the student on the sort 
of courses to take. For example, a student who was Majoring in Classics 
would be advised that the additional twelve credits might well be taken in 
Art History, which would ensure the "breadth of coverage" referred to 
above. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. LOCKE, SECONDED BY DEAN PINSKY, 
THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN THE FACULTY OF FINE 
ARTS (DOCUMENT US-78-11-D3, INCLUDING ADDENDUM I), BE 
APPROVED. 


Prof. Whitelaw presented the U.C.C.C. Report on the curriculum changes 
in Fine Arts (DOC-US-78-11-Dl) and advised that U.C.C.C. was 
recommending that the changes be approved. 


Dr. Despland explained that approval of new programmes by Senate meant 
approval of the academic feasibility and desirability of those programmes 
but did not mean approval of the necessary resources. He reminded 
Senators that in the past, Dr. O'Brien had informed Senate of the resource 
implications at the University level, which were created by new 
programmes. In those instances where the resource implications could be 
absorbed within the particular Faculty, by internal reallocation of resources, 
it was a Faculty matter and did not come forward to the attention of Senate. 


Concerning the curriculum changes being presented to Senate today, Dr. 
Despland advised that only those proposals from the Faculty of Fine Arts 


had resource implications at the University level. The estimated cost of 
implementation of the curriculum changes in Fine Arts, as submitted to Dr. 
O'Brien by the Dean of the Faculty, was seven and one-half part-time 
instructors and four thousand, three hundred dollars in operating and capital 
expenditures. 


Concern was voiced over the library resource implications for the new 
programmes in Fine Arts, but it was pointed out that the Faculty presently 
offered an extensive Animation programme, so that the Minor in Film 


Animation did not imply that purchasing of Animation books which were 
not already included in the Faculty's purchasing plans, the Faculty presently 
being in the process of purchasing available animation books; that there was 
an Art Education, Ph.D. programme, which meant that in spite of the 
proposal for a Certificate in Art Education, the need for books was .already 
there; and likewise, with respect to the Minor in Archeology, other 
archeology courses were presently being offered. 


Mr. Adams, University Registrar, pointed out that when any new 
programme was being presented, one item that was constantly omitted from 
the discussion on resources was the question of space. He wanted Senators 
to be aware of the fact that when new courses were involved, unless 
classrooms were included in the resources, those classes would have to be 
held further and further away from the main buildings. 


It was suggested that the motion be split and that the three new programme 
proposals in the Faculty of Fine Arts be voted on separately. 


It was further stated that one would like to be convinced by the 
representatives from the Faculty of Fine Arts, that nothing being proposed 
in the Minor in Archeology implied the hiring of part-time faculty members 
to teach courses which were already being taught by regular staff in 
departments in other Faculties. Specifically, it was wondered whether the 
courses listed in the Minor in Archeology were, in fact, duplications of 
courses already in existence in other departments in other Faculties. 


It was explained that the Minor in Archeology was a programme which had 
emphasis on preparing students to do field work and on the art-historical 
tradition of archeology. With respect to the question of duplication in hiring, 
it was stated that obviously if there were qualified people presently on staff, 
those people would be given consideration in choosing instructors to teach 
the courses in this programme. 


It was stated that the real question was whether or not any of the new Art 
History courses would be duplicating existing courses. However, the 
feeling was expressed that if there were any duplications, U.C.C.C. would 
have advised Senate accordingly. The assumption was that there was no 
duplication and in fact there were four additional courses in Art History 
which do not already exist and those courses, +n one way or another, 
would have to be staffed. 


With respect to the seven and one-half part-time instructors that would be 
required, concern was voiced aver the academic consequences of basing 
new programes almost entirely on part-time faculty. The feeling was 
expressed that it was important for the Faculty of Fine Arts to take a realistic 
approach to the resources it needed and not to exhibit too much modesty in 
the intention of getting approval for the programme. It was further argued 
that it was a particularly doubtful practice to rely too much on part-time 
instructors, especially for the introduction of a new programme. 


It was explained that a certain number of the seven and one-half part-time 
instructors referred to above were required for additional courses in existing 
programmes, which have a core of full-time instructors. 


However, the feeling was expressed that Senate should be concerned about 
the ratio of part-time to full-time instructors and that Senate should bear in 
mind that it was unrealistic from an academic point of view to allow that 
ratio to become too great. 


It was argued that the concern was not over the question of whether course 
listings were being duplicated, but rather with the implication that we need 
to hire people when there already was someone tenured and full-time, in the 
Faculty of Arts and Science, who was quite capable of giving those 
courses. 


However, the feeling was expressed that if what was stated above was true, 
then there did not seem to be a problem because surely no one was going to 
spend money to do something that someone else was capable of doing, was 
not yet doing, and had the time to do. If there was an expert in the Faculty 
of Arts and Science who could absorb one or other of the Art History 
courses in his course load, one would have to assume that it would make 
eminent sense for the Fine Arts Faculty not to spend very hard earned 
money on something that they did not have to spend it on. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. TITTLER, SECONDED BY PROF. 
TRESIERRA, THAT THE MOTION BE SPLIT SO THAT SENATE 
COULD VOTE FIRST ON THE MINOR IN FILM ANIMATION, 
SECONDLY ON THE MINOR IN ARCHEOLOGY, AND LASTLY ON 
THE REMAINDER OF THE CURRICULUM CHANGE PROPOSALS 
(DOC-US-78-1-1-D3). 


- MOTION CARRIED - 


- THE MOTION TO APPROVE THE MINOR IN FILM ANIMATION 
(DOC-US-78-11-D3) WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED - 


- THE MOTION TO APPROVE THE MINOR IN ARCHEOLOGY 
(DOC-US-78-11-D3) WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED - 


It was requested that the voting on the above motion, including the 
abstentions, be recorded. 


78-11-10 


78-11-11 


78-11-12 


- 14 in favor; 7 opposed; 11 abstentions. 


- THE MOTION TO APPROVE THE REMAINING CURRICULUM 
CHANGE PROPOSALS IN THE FACULTY OF FINE ARTS 
(DOC-US-78-11-D3, INCLUDING ADDENDUM I) WAS VOTED ON 
AND WAS CARRIED - 


Faculty of Arts and Science 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN AKIN, SECONDED BY PROF. 
BHATNAGAR, THAT DOCUMENT US-78-11-D4 BE RECEIVED BY 
SENATE. 


MOTION CARRIED 


By way of procedure, Dean Akin proposed to make some general comments 
concerning the curriculum change proposals in the Faculty of Arts and 
Science (DOC-US-78-11-D4), to be followed by whatever appropriate 
comments Prof. Whitelaw might care to make on behalf of U.C.C.C. He 
suggested that Senate then proceed through the document (US-78-11-D4), 
department by department, not voting on each departmental submission 
unless the question was called for, and once Senate has gone through the 
entire document, he would move that the document be accepted as amended, 
if there were amendments along the way. 


Senate agreed to the procedure outlined above. 


Dean Akin advised that he had informed Dr. O'Brien that there were no 
resource implications, at the University level, for the package being 
presented to Senate today (DOC-US-78-11-D4). However, he pointed out 
that when the new programme proposals were submitted to Senate last May, 
resource implications for the proposed programmes in the Department of 
Education, were identified. Apart from the resource implications for the 
Education courses that go to make up those programmes, which were being 
presented today, there were no resource implications at the University level. 


He emphasized that basically the document (US-78-11-D4) represented the 
first step in the ongoing attempt to merge the departments in the Faculty of 
Arts and Science, which were unified at the time the Faculty of Arts and 
Science was created. By and large, what was being presented represented 
the first round of attempts by departments to merge their courses and 
programmes. Given the problems that the merger of Arts and Science 
created for the departments and the individuals in those departments, what 
was presently before Senate represented a tremendous amount of work on 
the part of departments. He was personally enormously pleased with the 
ability of departments to have moved as far as they have moved this year 
towards developing unified curricula. 


In presenting the U.C.C.C. Report (US-78-11-DI) on the curriculum 
change proposals in the Faculty of Arts and Science, Prof. Whitelaw 
alluded to the problem of duplicate- listing of courses, pointing out that 


there were some courses which appeared as many as three or four times, 
under different departments, when in actual fact it was the same course. He 
reminded Senate of the document on duplicate listing of courses which was 
presented to Senate and circulated to all Faculty Councils about a year and a 
half ago. That document outlined a proposed policy on the matter of 
recording courses twice, suggesting that this should be kept to a minimum, 
because it causes considerable confusion, particularly in the area of resource 
distribution. 


He also explained that official definitions state that a Specialization was like 
Honours but without a performance requirement. U.C.C.C. has discovered 
two or three programmes which have existed for some time and in which 
there were performance requirements. While it was possible to rationalize 
the use of a modest requirement, the best solution would be simply to 
rewrite the definition of Specialization and a proposal on this would shortly 
be coming to Senate. 


There was also difficulty with the general blanket prerequisite statement that 
a particular course was a pre-requisite for everything else. Although Prof. 
Whitelaw felt that it was all right to do that, the problem was that the 
pre-requisite might get lost somewhere along the line and for the 
convenience of students and registering officers , one should probably 
insert the pre-requisite under each course description. 


Senate then proceeded through the curriculum change proposals document 
from the Faculty of Arts and Science (DOC-US-78-11-D4). 


With respect to the Chemistry programmes, it was wondered why there was 
a sixty-credit minimum requirement for the Specialization in Chemistry and 
a seventy-three-credit minimum requirement for the Specialization in 
Analytical Chemistry. 


It was explained that in the Specialization in Analytical Chemistry 
programme, there was a significant computer science component. Also, 
regardless of the programme, there was an essential common Chemistry 
portion, superimposed on which, with respect to the Specialization in 
Analytical Chemistry, was the computer science component. 


With respect to the changes in Classics, Dean Akin advised that under "New 
Courses" (page 21, document US-78-11-D4), the title for Classics C223 
should be corrected to read Roman Satire I. Likewise, under "Deleted 
courses", the title for Classics L498 should be changed to Roman Satire II. 


In Communication Studies (page 29, document US-78-11-D4), under 
"New courses", the title of C230, should be corrected to read "Basic 
Writing for the Media". Dean Akin also advised that the recommendation 
from U.C.C.C. regarding the scheduling of Communication Studies C374, 
(page 15, document US-78-11-Dl), has been accepted by the Department. 
He further advised that the concern of the Faculty of Fine Arts that 
Communication Studies courses dealing with film be available to Cinema 


students, has been taken care of by a notation in the detailed course 
descriptions. 


Concerning the Education courses on page 44, document US-78-11-D4, it 
was pointed out that the notation "93 credits" which appeared under 
Education C380, should be corrected to read "3 credits". Also C406 - "The 
T.V. Child -", should be changed to Education C405. The feeling was also 
expressed that the titles of Education C382 (page 39, document 
US-78-11-D4), should be changed to read "Science experiences, etc." 


Concerning the U.C.C.C. comments on curriculum changes in French, and 
in particular with respect to item 1.3 (page 18, document US-78-11-D)), it 
was explained that the Translation programme was initiated in response to 
tremendous demands from the students. While the temptation was to claim 
that this was a professional programme, there was no doubt, from the 
content and shape, that it did not look like a professional programme. 
However, it was pointed out that the effectiveness of a Professional 
Programme also depended on the quality of students attracted into it. The 
translation of French to English, or vice-versa, naturally supposes that the 
candidates would have an excellent knowledge of the language into which 
they were going to translate and a very good knowledge of the language 
from which they were translating. 


Also, the well-known difficulties of being able to read and write in one's 
own language were considerable, not only in the French department, but in 
other departments as well. However, there was the added disadvantage of 
having to deal with people whose native tongue was neither English nor 
French, and also that admission into the Translation programme was not 
limited in any way, requiring only the D.E.C. What all this meant was that 
if the Department gave something that was called a professional programme, 
there would be no way to produce at the end of three years, people who 
were in fact professionally qualified, since they would have to have 
competence and skills acquired prior to their entry into that programme. 


It was explained that it was stated that the Translation programme was an 
academic programme because the Department feels that the exposure to 
English and French, using translation as a pedagogical tool, was well within 
the tradition of a liberal arts programme. Insofar as the compatibility of the 
Translation programme with the programme offered in the Institute of 
Community and Public Affairs was concerned, the programmes were the 
same except for two main differences. The first was that in order to get into 
the programme via the Institute, the student would have to take an entrance 
examination. The second was that candidates in the programme offered 
through the Institute would have to take six credits that were hot offered in 
the Specialization in French/English Translation, which were designed to 
provide internship in the area of specialization. 


With respect to the concern expressed in the U.C.C.C. Report on double 
and triple listings of Health Education courses with courses in Andragogy 
and Bio-physical Education (item 1.4, page 19, document US-78-11-Dl), 
Dean Akin advised that the Faculty was very much aware of that particular 


set of cross-listings and hoped to sort them out during the course of the 
year. 


It was pointed out that through an oversight French C451 was omitted from 
the Major and Minor in Women's Studies programmes. 


IT WAS AGREED THAT FRENCH C451 3 BE ADDED TO GROUPS 1 
AND 2, MAJOR IN WOMEN'S STUDIES, AND TO THE ELECTIVE 
LIST IN THE MINOR IN WOMEN'S STUDIES (PAGE 106, 
DOCUMENT US-78-11-D4). 


Concerning Interdisciplinary Studies, Senate was advised that the difficulty 
raised in the U.C.C.C. Report about cognate courses (item P.1., page 20, 
document US-78-11-Dl), had now been settled. 


It was pointed out that Library Studies C201 and C202 were pre-requisites 
to all other Library Studies courses and they would be designated-as such in 
the calendar description of each Library Studies course. 


IT WAS AGREED THAT THE TITLES FOR MATHEMATICS C215 
AND C216 BE CHANGED TO "IDEAS IN MATHEMATICS I" AND 
"IDEAS IN MATHEMATICS IV, RESPECTIVELY. 


Senate was advised that two courses in Mathematics were omitted from the 
list on page 119, document US-78-11-D4. 


IT WAS AGREED THAT MATHEMATICS C495 - ADVANCED TOPICS 
IN MATHEMATICS AND MATHEMATICS C499 - MATHEMATICAL 
THINKING, BE ADDED TO THE LIST OF COURSES ON PAGE 119, 
DOCUMENT US-78-11-D4. 


IT WAS AGREED THAT THE TITLES FOR MATHEMATICS C445 
AND C446 BE CHANGED TO "TOPICS IN STATISTICS I" AND 
"TOPICS IN STATISTICS II", RESPECTIVELY. 


Concern was voiced over the title of Mathematics C432 - Theory of Graphs 
and Networks, it being felt that the title did not really fit the course content, 
and it was suggested that the title should be changed to Theory of Graphs 
and Combinations, which was more in line with what the course actually 
was. 


While Prof. Proppe, Chairman of the Mathematics Department, agreed that 
the title Theory of Graphs and Combinations accurately reflected the flavor 
of the course, he would prefer to have an opportunity to check with 
members of his department before changing the title. 


It was suggested that while the Calendar description of the course was being 
looked into, Senate should continue with the remainder of the curriculum 
changes in Arts and Science and come back to the question of Mathematics 
C432 before voting on a final resolution on all of the curriculum changes in 
the Faculty of Arts and Science. 


Senate agreed to the above suggestion. 


Regarding the curriculum changes in Modern Languages and Linguistics 
(page 120, document US-78-11-D4), Dean Akin advised that under item 1, 
Existing Programmes, the Minor in German, Hebrew, Italian or Spanish 
should be corrected to include a Minor in Russian. He advised also that the 
Faculty had no difficulty in accepting the recommendation under 1. 
Comments:, on page 22 of the U.C.C.C. Report (DOC-US-78-11-Dl), 
concerning the submission of a rationale for the Department's offerings and 
that recommendation would be taken into account at the Calendar stage. 


AN AMENDMENT WAS MOVED BY DEAN AKIN, SECONDED BY 
DEAN PINSKY, THAT TIM U.C.C.C. RECOMMENDATION 
CONCERNING THE LINGUISTICS DESIGNATION FOR ARABIC 
C481 AND SPANISH C460 (TEMS.1., PAGE 22, DOCUMENT 
US-78-11-Dl) AND THE RECOMMENDATION THAT SENATE 
AUTHORIZE U.C.C.C. TO GIVE FORMAL APPROVAL TO THE 
COURSES CREATED BY THE ELIMINATION OF DUPLICATE 
OFFERINGS IN PHILOSOPHY (ITEM T.2.2., PAGE 22, DOCUMENT 
US-78-11-Dl), BE APPROVED. 


- THE AMENDMENT WAS CARRIED - 


Concerning the curriculum changes in Physics, Dean Akin advised that the 
problem of the availability on both campuses of basic courses used mainly 
in extended programmes (U.C.C.C. comment U.1., page 23, document 
US-78-11-Dl), has been sorted out and introductory courses would be 
available on both campuses. 


AN AMENDMENT WAS MOVED BY DEAN AKIN, SECONDED BY 
DEAN CHAIKELSON, THAT THE SUGGESTION FROM U.C.C.C. 
THAT THE STATEMENT CONCERNING "ACCELERATION" IN THE 
HONOURS IN POLITICAL SCIENCE PROGRAMME BE DELETED 
AND REPLACED BY THE STATEMENT THAT "HONOURS 
STUDENTS MUST FOLLOW THE COURSES IN AN APPROPRIATE 
SEQUENCE, UNDER THE AUTHORITY OF THEIR FACULTY 
ADVISOR", BE APPROVED. 


- THE AMENDMENT WAS CARRIED 


It was stated that it was assumed that the U.C.C.C. recommendation that 
the Faculty of Arts and Science explore, together with the Faculty of Fine 
Arts, the Anthropology "phenomenon" (item. C.2.1., page 13, document 
US-78-11-Dl1) was in reference to the comment in item C.1.1 concerning 
future purchases of slides. Members of the Anthropology Department have, 
in fact, checked with the Faculty of Fine Arts on this and have advised that 
there was no problem. 


It was explained that the discussion on the above-mentioned comment began 
in U.C.C.C. when the Faculty of Fine Arts became aware that there was 


going to be an Anthropology course called Art, Aesthetics and 
Anthropology. The Faculty of Fine Arts did not wish, at this point, to raise 
the question as to whether or not the course, Anthropology C302, would 
actually be given. However, it was felt that, for the record, a comment on 
coordination was appropriate. It was stated that a course title like "Art, 
Aesthetic and Anthropology" raised the question of whether it might not be 
an interdisciplinary course and in which case should involve Fine Arts, 
Philosophy and Anthropology. The point was that certain course titles 
raised questions of coordination and it would be useful, when a department 
was proposing such a course, that consultation take place before the course 
description was written and sent forward to U.C.C.C. 


With respect to curriculum changes in Theological Studies, Dean Akin 
advised Senate that when the proposal for a Specialization in Theological 
Studies was presented to Senate last May, it was not tabled, but rather was 
approved on condition that the programme be given greater structure. This 
has been accurately reflected in the comments in the U.C.C.C. Report (item 
IV.1., page 24, document US-78-11-Dl). The structure that was suggested 
was one which generally followed the structure of the Honours programme, 
without the grade point average requirement and this has now been provided 
as set out on page 153, document US-78-11-D4. 


Returning to the question of the title for Mathematics C432 - Theory of 
Graphs and Networks, it was suggested that Prof. Proppe be given an 
opportunity to discuss the matter with members of his department, and that 
U.C.C.C. be authorized to approve -whatever decision is arrived at, as was 
done in the case of certain Philosophy courses. 


AN AMENDMENT WAS MOVED BY DEAN SWAMY, SECONDED BY 
PROF. PROPPE, THAT SENATE AUTHORIZE U.C.C.C. TO GIVE 
FORMAL APPROVAL TO ANY CHANGE IN THE TITLE OF 
MATHEMATICS C432. 


- THE AMENDMENT WAS CARRIED - 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN AKIN, SECONDED BY DR. BREEN, 
THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN THE FACULTY OF ARTS 
AND SCIENCE, AS CORRECTED AND AMENDED, BE APPROVED 
(DOC-US-78-11-D4). 


Prof. Giguere advised that he had a listing of the admission requirements 
for all of the new programmes and in all cases involving merged 
programmes, except one, the a4mission requirement chosen was the lesser 
of the two, and these would be submitted for publication in Accueil 81. The 
one exception concerned the Minor in Geology where the Department was 
making a change in the profile which could only be applied for 1981 
because it represented an increase in admission requirements and it was 
highly unlikely that C.L.E.S.E.C. would approve such an increase without 
the full two-year notice. 


78-11-14 


It was pointed out that the changes in admission requirements would have to 
be covered by a specific motion, otherwise the appropriate changes could 
not be made in the Calendar nor submitted to C.L.E.S.E.C. 


It was suggested that an appropriately worded motion he made after the 
motion on the floor had been dealt with. 


- THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED - 


78-11-13 Prof. T. Adley, Assistant Dean, Faculty of Arts and Science, 
advised that it was his understanding that the admissions profiles have been 
changed in very few cases, possibly in only two or three cases. 


Prof. Giguere advised that a listing prepared by Assistant Dean L. Adler 
indicated that there were changes in about twenty admissions profiles and 
that he had gone over the listing with Prof. Whitelaw in order to bring it up 
to date. 


It was suggested that U.C.C.C. be empowered to verify the issues 
involved. 


It was pointed out that admission requirements have frequently been the 
subject of incredible debates at Senate and one would hate to see an 
omnibus motion giving this kind of authority, albeit to a good committee 
like U.C.C.C., without some kind of assurance that the admission 
requirements have not really been stiffened, nor have any admission 
requirements been dropped, but rather they have been rationalized in a way 
that was consistent with the merger of various programmes. The one, 
exception, of course, being the question of the admission requirements in 
Geology, which could only come into place with the appropriate notice that 
C.L.E.S.E.C. required. 


It was suggested that any motion to refer the matter to U.C.C.C. should 
contain the caveat that U.C.C.C. would have to report back to Senate. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN AKIN, SECONDED BY DEAN 
CHAIKELSON, THAT U.C.C.C. BE EMPOWERED TO RESOLVE THE 
PROBLEMS CONCERNING CHANGES IN ADMISSION 
REQUIREMENTS AND TO REPORT BACK TO SENATE. 

- THE MOTION WAS' CARRIED - 


Interim Degree Requirements - Faculty of Arts and Science 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN AKIN, SECONDED BY DEAN 
CHAIKELSON, THAT THE INTERIM DEGREE REQUIREMENTS 
FOR THE FACULTY OF ARTS AND SCIENCE, (DOC-US-78-11-D5), 
EXCLUDING THE SECOND SENTENCE IN ITEM (4), ON PAGE 3, 
BE APPROVED. 


78-11-15 


78-11-16 


78-11-18 


Dean Akin advised that the second sentence in item (4), page 3, document 
US-78-11-D5, was being deleted, not with the intention to preclude credits 
in certain College and Institute programmes from being applied to other 
Faculty programmes, but rather that those College and Institute programmes 
ought to be specifically looked at individually as they come forward. 


THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED - 


Mature Student Programme - Faculty of Arts and Science 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN AKIN, SECONDED BY DEAN 
CHAIKELSON, THAT THE PROPOSED CHANGES TO THE MATURE 
STUDENT PROGRAMME IN THE FACULTY OF ARTS AND 
SCIENCE, BE APPROVED (DOC-US-78-11-D7). 


It was pointed out that proposed changes to the Mature Student Programme 
applied also to the Extended Credit Programme. (item 2, document 
US-78-11-D6). 


The mover and seconder agreed that it be included in the motion that the 
proposed changes "APPLY ALSO TO THE EXTENDED CREDIT 
PROGRAMME". 


- THE MOTION, AS CHANGED, WAS VOTED ON AND WAS 
CARRIED - 


Next Meeting 


Dr. Despland announced that the next Senate meeting would be held at 2:00 
p-m., on October 27, 1978. 


The Secretary announced that the first part of the October 27, 1978 meeting 
would be a "Closed Session" to deal with the Fall - 1978, Graduation Lists. 


78-11-17 Prof. Bordan stated that Senate's appreciation for the incredible 


amount of work that has gone into the preparation of the curriculum change 
documents, both in the Deans' Offices and in U.C.C.C., ought to be noted. 


Adjournment 


The meeting was adjourned at 5:10 p.m. 


John Noonan 
Secretary of Senate 


